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ABSTRACT
We use the Galaxy Evolution Explorer (GALEX ) Medium and All-Sky Imaging Survey (MIS and AIS) data from
the first public data release (GR1), matched to the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) DR3 catalog, to perform source
classification. TheGALEX surveys provide photometry in far- and near-UV bands and the SDSS in five optical bands
(u, g, r, i, z). TheGR1/DR3 overlapping areas are 363 (86) deg2 for theGALEXAIS (MIS), for sources within the 0.5
central area of the GALEX fields. Our sample covers mostly jbj > 30 Galactic latitudes. We present statistical prop-
erties of theGALEX-SDSSmatched sources catalog, containing >2 ; 106 objects detected in at least oneUV band.We
classify the matched sources by comparing the seven-band photometry to model colors constructed for different classes
of astrophysical objects. For sources with photometric errors <0.3 mag, the corresponding typical AB-magnitude
limits aremFUV  21:5,mNUV  22:5 for AIS, andmFUV  24,mNUV  24:5 for MIS. At AIS depth, the number of
Galactic and extragalactic objects are comparable, but the latter predominate in the MIS. On the basis of our stellar
models, we estimate theGALEX surveys detect hot white dwarfs throughout the MilkyWay halo (down to a radius of
0.04 R at MIS depth), providing an unprecedented improvement in the Galactic WD census. Their observed surface
density is consistent with Milky Way model predictions. We also select low-redshift QSO candidates, extending the
known QSO samples to lower magnitudes, and providing z  1 candidates for detailed z  1 follow-up investigations.
SDSS optical spectra available for a large subsample confirm the classification for the photometrically selected
candidates with 97% purity for single hot stars, 45% (AIS) or 31% (MIS) for binaries containing a hot star and a
cooler companion, and about 85% for QSOs.
Subject headinggs: Galaxy: stellar content — quasars: general — stars: statistics — surveys — ultraviolet: stars —
white dwarfs
1. INTRODUCTION
Several recent and ongoing survey projects are providing a
wealth of new data that allow us to refine theoretical models, and
our global understanding of stars, galaxies, and the evolution of
the universe. The Galaxy Evolution Explorer (GALEX; Martin
et al. 2005) is performing the first survey of the sky in two broad
bands: the far-ultraviolet (FUV) and the near-ultraviolet (NUV).
The Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) is scanning one-fourth of
the sky in five optical bands, u, g, r, i, and z. Bianchi et al. (2005a)
explored the potential of the multiband photometric catalogs to
classify astrophysical objects, using GALEX early release data,
and showed that the UV bands are very sensitive to the detection
of hot stellar objects and to the interstellar extinction by dust, as
well as to the identification of low-redshift QSOs, as expected.
Star counts are important because they delineate Galactic struc-
ture, and thus give clues to galaxy formation and evolution. The
GALEX UV surveys provide unbiased detection of evolved, hot
post-AGB objects, and of binary stellar systems containing white
dwarfs (WDs), which will allow us to populate the observational
Hertzprung-Russell diagram of hot evolved objects. Late evolu-
tionary phases are extremely important for the yield of processed
elements and the consequent chemical evolution of the interstellar
medium (ISM). However, the post-AGB phases are much less
understood than the early evolutionary phases, due to the scar-
city of known objects. Such evolved objects are elusive in sur-
veys at longer wavelengths both because of their low luminosity
(at optical wavelengths) and high effective temperatures, to which
optical colors are insensitive, and because they are extremely short-
lived. We use theGALEX deep sensitivity to significantly extend
the census of hot evolved objects in the Milky Way (MW).
In this paper we analyze the characteristics of a database
we obtained by matching the GALEX GR1 (MIS and AIS) and
SDSS DR3 (Abazajian et al. 2005) imaging catalogs. Both the
1 Department of Physics and Astronomy, The Johns Hopkins University,
3400 North Charles Street, Baltimore, MD 21218; bianchi@pha.jhu.edu.
2 Laboratoire d’Astrophysique deMarseille, BP 8, Traverse du Siphon,13376
Marseille Cedex 12, France.
3 Space Telescope Science Institute, Baltimore, MD 21218.
4 Universidad Complutense, Madrid, Spain.
5 Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of California, Los An-
geles, CA 90095.
6 California Institute of Technology, MC 405-47, 1200 East California
Boulevard, Pasadena, CA 91125.
7 Department of Astronomy and Space Science, Chungnam National Uni-
versity, Daejeon 305-764, Korea.
8 Center for Space Astrophysics, Yonsei University, Seoul 120-749, Korea.
9 Observatories of the Carnegie Institution ofWashington, 813 Santa Barbara
Street, Pasadena, CA 91101.
10 Laboratory for Astronomy and Solar Physics, NASA Goddard Space
Flight Center, Greenbelt, MD 20771.
11 Space Sciences Laboratory, University of California at Berkeley, 601
Campbell Hall, Berkeley, CA 94720.
659
The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series, 173:659Y672, 2007 December
# 2007. The American Astronomical Society. All rights reserved. Printed in U.S.A.
GALEX GR1 and the SDSS DR3 data for the matched sources
are available from theMASTarchive. In x 2we describe the char-
acteristics of theGALEX and SDSS photometric data used in this
work. In x 3wedescribe our final catalogof GALEX-SDSSmatched
sources. In x 4 we use color-color diagrams for classification of
the sources. The results are discussed in x 5.
2. OBSERVATIONS
This work makes use of photometric data collected by two of
the largest astronomical surveys currently in progress, theGALEX
mission and the SDSS project. Here we recall the basic charac-
teristics of the imaging data from the two instruments, then
we describe the matched source catalog constructed for this
analysis.
2.1. GALEX Data
The GALEX mission (Martin et al. 2005) is performing a se-
ries of imaging and spectroscopic sky surveys in two ultraviolet
bands, FUVand NUV. The instrument consists of a 50 cm diam-
eter modified Ritchey-Chre´tien telescope providing a very wide
field of view (1.25

diameter) with good astrometric quality across
most of the field, and a resolution of 4.200Y5.300 for FUVYNUV
(Morrissey et al. 2007). In this work we limit the analysis to the
sources in the inner 0.5 radius of the GALEX field of view, for
best astrometric and photometric quality.
The GALEX photometric data cover the wavelength range
from 1344 to 2831 8 with two broad bands, the FUV passband
(1344 Y1786 8) with keA ¼ 1528 8 and the NUV band (1771Y
2831 8) with keA ¼ 2271 8 (Morrissey et al. 2005). Imaging
surveys are carried out with different depth and coverage. In this
work we use data from the All-Sky Imaging Survey (AIS), that
has typically 100 s exposures with a 5  NUV limiting mag-
nitude of mNUV  20:8, and from the Medium Imaging Survey
(MIS), with typical1500 s exposures and limiting magnitude
of mNUV  22:7 in the AB system (Morrissey et al. 2005). The
photometric system used in this paper is based on the AB mag-
nitude scale (Oke & Gunn 1983), although in the color-color
diagrams we also provide the Vega-magnitude scale, to facilitate
comparison with other work.
We note that the GALEX flux calibration has been revised
since the early release data (used, e.g., by Bianchi et al. [2005a] in
similar work), and the current processing and calibration brings a
total shift in the FUV  NUV color of 0.12 mag, such that the
GR1 photometry is giving redder colors than the early release
data by about this amount. Zero points of 18.82 and 20.08 mag
for the FUV and NUV magnitudes, respectively (AB system),
are used in the GALEX GR1 catalog.
2.2. Sloan Digital Sky Survey
The SDSS project (York et al. 2000) is mapping one-fourth of
the sky in five broad optical bands: u, g, r, i, and z (Fukugita et al.
1996), using a dedicated 2.5 m telescope with a wide-field of
view and a 0.5 m telescope for photometric calibration. An au-
tomated image-processing system measures photometric and
astrometric properties of each source (Pier et al. 2003).
The SDSS photometric system covers from 3000 to 11000 8
with five nonoverlapping pass bands. The u filter peaks at 35008
with a width of 600 8, the g is a blue-green band centered at
48008with a width of 14008, r is a red band centered at 62508
with a width of 14008, i is a far red filter centered at 77008with
a width of 1500 8, and the near-infrared passband z is centered
at 9100 8 with a width of 1200 8.
3. THE GALEX-SDSS MATCHED SOURCE CATALOG
In the GALEX GR1 release there are 622 AIS fields and
112 MIS fields that overlap areas of the sky observed by the
SDSS. Figure 1 displays theGALEX-SDSS overlapping fields in
Galactic coordinates. As a starting point we used aGALEXGR1-
SDSS DR3 matched catalog available from the MAST database.
The match between GALEX and SDSS sources was done based
on position using a 400 match radius (Budavari et al. 2004).
3.1. Calculation of Areas of Overlap
In order to calculate the density of sources from our classifi-
cation work, we determined the total areas of overlap between
the GALEX GR1 and SDSS DR3 releases with the following
method.We use in our analysis only sources within the central 1
of the GALEX field, therefore for each GALEX field we consid-
ered an effective radius of 0.5. Partial overlap among some
GALEX fields is not removed in the online GALEX database,
hence sources observed in more than one field have multiple
entries in the catalog. We wrote a code that scans the entire sky
and calculates the unique area covered by the GALEX fields in-
cluded in ourmatched catalog, and then calculates the part of this
area covered also by the SDSS. Three subsequent steps are per-
formed: (1) the celestial sphere is divided in small (0.05 on a
side), approximately square, elements, (2) the distance between
the center of each area element in the grid to the GALEX field
centers is used to determine whether the element was included in
our survey, and thus contributed to the total area, and (3) a check
is performed on each area element included in our GALEX cov-
erage to assess whether it was also included in the area observed
Fig. 1.—Locations of the common areas between the GALEX GR1 release
and the SDSS DR3 release are shown in Galactic coordinates. Top: The All-Sky
Imaging Survey carried out by GALEX has 622 fields matching the SDSS, the
total unique area is 363 3 deg2, when we restrict theGALEX fields to the cen-
tral 1 diameter. Bottom: TheGALEX Medium Imaging Survey has 112 fields in
common with SDSS DR3 covering a unique overlap area of 86 1 deg2.
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by the SDSS. The resulting unique-coverage areas of the matched
catalogs are 363 deg2 for AIS and 86 deg2 forMIS. These figures
will be used to determine the density of sources (number deg2)
in the next sections. Note that the total areas refer to a 0.5 radius
GALEX field, corresponding to our sample restriction. See also
Figure 1 of Bianchi et al. (2006).
The error in our area determination was estimated by running
several tests on a small area of the sky, including thousands of
field position simulations. The maximum estimated uncertainty
in the areas from our procedure is 3 and 1 deg2 for AIS andMIS,
respectively.
We note that the SDSS database sky partition (hierarchical
triangular mesh [HTM]) could not be used to estimate the area
coverage due to the HTM’s intrinsic inability to return accurate
areas, and to an error in the areas and vertices of the triangular
tassels, which prevented calculation of exact areas of the HTM
tassels.
3.2. The Final Catalog
We used as a starting point the matched catalogs available from
the MAST archive, which include all sources from the GALEX
GR1 MIS and AIS, and from the SDSS DR3 releases, matched
according to their position using a match radius of 400. The matched
database contains a total of over 2 million objects (1.4 million
fromAIS and 0.9 million fromMIS) detected in at least one UV
band. In order to proceed to the analysis of the sources, we first
eliminated multiple entries for the same source.
GALEX sources observed in more than one pointing result in
multiple entries for the same source in the online catalog. Elim-
inatingGALEX duplicate entries for the same source reduced the
number of sources by23% forAIS andby15%forMIS. In addition,
someGALEX sources have more than one SDSS counterpart due
to the different spatial resolution: GALEX has a point-spread
function (PSF) of 4.500Y600 while the SDSS PSF is1.400. For
these sources the analysis of photometric colors would be mean-
ingless, since theGALEX photometry would be a composite mea-
surement of different objects. Therefore, GALEX sources with
multiple matches must be excluded from the classification anal-
ysis, but their fraction must be counted for source statistics. Re-
moval ofGALEX sources with multiple optical counterparts within
the match radius reduced the number of sources by 13% for AIS
and by 11% forMIS. Our object density counts (x 5) take into ac-
count the fraction of sources eliminated because of having more
than one optical counterpart. After eliminating duplicateGALEX
detections, and UV sources with multiple SDSS matches, our
final catalog contains 1,074,460 AIS sources and 752,190 MIS
sources.
Finally, we must evaluate the possible contamination by spu-
rious matches, and whether the purity of the sample would be
improved by decreasing the match radius. In this work we con-
sidered all sources with a match radius up to 400 (but excluded
multiple matches, as explained above).
When we apply error cuts of 0.15, 0.1, and 0.1 mag (for FUV,
NUV, and optical, respectively) to the sample, the distance be-
tweenGALEX coordinates and SDSS coordinates is less than 2.500
for 99% (96%) of the AIS (MIS) sources. If no error cuts are ap-
plied, a higher number of matched sources with GALEX and
SDSS coordinates differing by more than 2.500 is found over the
entire catalog. As a result of the photometric error cuts applied
in our analysis, possible spurious matches are not expected to
significantly affect the results.
In fact, the UV sky is rather ‘‘empty,’’ that is, much more
scarcely populated than the sky at optical wavelengths, due to the
paucity of hot stars relative to the vast majority of cooler objects.
Therefore, a possible spurious match (positional coincidence)
would probably occur if multiple optical sources are detected
around the position of the UV source. Such cases are eliminated
as explained above. Because we use both FUVand NUV bands,
and our optical photometry includes the u and g bands, we expect
that a hot object appearing as both an FUV and NUV source
would be detected in u and g. Random positional associations
would be much more likely to occur if we considered matches
of UV sources with red or IR bands. We did not impose in our
final analysis samples that good photometric measurements exist
for the UV sources also in i and z bands. Such requirement would
considerably limit the final sample of hot stellar objects, in ad-
dition to possibly favoring spurious matches. A purity of over
95% for matches of UV sources with optical sources was pre-
dicted by simulations conducted during the design phases.
We also checked for possible artifacts in the matched catalog.
Instrumental artifacts would likely be eliminated by the match-
ing process itself, however a caveat remains about possible con-
tamination of our samples by SDSS sources that the pipeline
generates by ‘‘shredding’’ galaxies, that is, deblending extended
objects into a number of individual photometric sources.We have
investigated the problem, and we believe such sources cannot be
reliably eliminated with the use of the current SDSS orGALEX
photometric flags. Therefore we specifically searched whether
any of our selected sources (x 5) falls within the radius of any
known galaxy, using a list of galaxies with R25 > 1
0 extracted
from the catalog of de Vaucouleurs et al. (1991). We found only
one case in our AIS catalogs of WDs, and three cases in the MIS
catalog, of pointlike sources that are in fact portions of large gal-
axies. A few sources out of several thousand QSO candidates
were also identified as ‘‘shredded galaxies.’’
3.3. Properties of the Matched GALEX-SDSS Source Catalog:
Analysis Sample Definition
Figures 2Y4 display the number of objects in our matched
catalog as a function ofmagnitude for each band. The histograms
show the total number of objects included in the final catalog (all
detections), as well the numbers obtained by applying different
error cuts. These histograms are useful for estimating the magni-
tude limits reached in restricted samples (by applying error cuts
in the analysis), which are helpful for interpreting the results. In
the histograms, we also marked the typical limiting magnitude
for each band as given by the projects via the MASTand SDSS
Web sites. Note that the SDSS pipeline generates sources several
magnitudes below the nominal limits for each band, and it is sur-
prising that the error cuts are not sufficient to eliminate these spu-
rious detections. Figures 3 and 4 show that while the histograms
of sources brighter than the magnitude limit behave as expected,
with fainter sources progressively eliminated by more stringent
error cuts, there is an almost specular distribution of spurious
sources at the faint magnitudes, well below the expected SDSS
limit. Such spurious sources are different in each band, therefore
while they are not eliminated by error cuts in an individual band,
they are eliminated by applying both error and magnitude cuts to
the sample.
In the following section, we discuss the effects of error cuts
applied as appropriate to separate the sources into classes of astro-
physical objects based on their colors, in order tominimize contam-
ination by other types of objects. Error cuts translate (statistically)
into magnitude limits, in each photometric band, as can be in-
ferred from the histograms in Figures 2Y4. The number of ob-
jects remaining in our catalog when different error limits are
applied in each band are given in Table 1. It is extremely impor-
tant to consider the effects of the magnitude limits when using
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colors to classify objects and to derive luminosity functions.
Therefore, we provide some illustration of such effects and dis-
cuss them in x 4.
In our analysis we also use SDSS spatial information to sep-
arate the sources into pointlike (at the SDSS1.400 PSF) and ex-
tended sources. Pointlike sources are mostly stellar objects or
QSOs (see x 4), while extended sources are typically galaxies.
The numbers of pointlike and extended sources are approxi-
mately equal at the depth of the AIS survey, but the number of
extended sources (galaxies) increases significantly at fainter
magnitudes (MIS survey) as shown in Figures 5Y7. Likewise,
among the pointlike sources, the low-redshift QSO candidates
increase more than the number of hot star candidates at fainter
magnitudes (x 4.2).
4. ANALYSIS: CLASSIFICATION
OF THE GALEX SOURCES
In this section we analyze the colors of the matched sources
to extract information about their nature. Bianchi et al. (2005a)
showed two sample color-color diagrams demonstrating that the
combination of theGALEX UV bands with optical photometry
is a powerful tool for identifying low-redshift QSOs, hot stellar
objects, and binary stellar objects containing a hot WD.
4.1. The Model Colors
In Figures 5Y7 we compare observed colors of our sources to
model colors, calculated by applying the transmission curves of
theGALEX and SDSS filters to theoretical spectra or templates of
different astrophysical objects.
Theoretical stellar colors for main sequence and supergiant
stars are derived from the stellar libraries of Lejeune (1997),
L. Bianchi et al. (2008, in preparation), and Rodriguez-Merino
et al. (2005), for a total of sixmetallicity values (two cases shown
in the color-color diagrams: solar and one-tenth solar). All these
grids are based on Kurucz (LTE, line-blanketed, plane-parallel)
models. We compared, for sample cases, the broadband stellar
colors derived from the Kurucz model grids, to colors computed
from TLUSTY (Hubeny & Lanz 1995) model atmospheres for
hot stars (non-LTE, line-blanketed, plane-parallel), as well as with
stellar atmospheres plus wind models (non-LTE, line-blanketed,
spherical, hydrodynamic), computed by us (Bianchi & Garcia
2002;Garcia&Bianchi 2004; L.Bianchi et al. 2008, in preparation)
Fig. 2.—Distribution of sources from our GALEX-SDSS matched catalog as a function of UV magnitudes (top: FUV; bottom: NUV), separately for AIS and MIS.
The solid line is the total number of sources (after duplicates have been removed as explained in the text), other lines show the histograms when error cuts are applied.
Vertical lines display the 5  detection limit for a typical exposure (from the GALEX GR1 documentation via the MAST Web site).
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with theWM-basic code of Pauldrach et al. (2001). As expected,
there is no appreciable difference in the broadband colors. The
whole grid of models will be published elsewhere (L. Bianchi
et al. 2008, in preparation). We calculated white dwarf (WD)
models using the TLUSTY code of Hubeny & Lanz (1995), for
various gravities and solar, pure H, and pure He abundances. In
the color-color diagrams (Figs. 5Y7), we show stellar model col-
ors as a function of TeA for three different gravities (representing
main-sequence [MS], supergiants [SG], and high-gravity stars
with log g ¼ 9), and two metallicity values, to illustrate the ef-
fects of relevant parameters without crowding the figure.
To define the locus of galaxies, we computed broadband col-
ors from ‘‘simple stellar population’’ (SSP) models from the li-
brary by A. Bressan (2005, private communication), as well as
from a library of galaxy templates. The templates were calculated
for ellipticals, spirals, and irregulars (marked E, S, and I in the fig-
ures) using the GRAZIL code (Bressan et al. 1998; Silva et al.
1998). We show in Figures 5Y7 these model colors as a function
of age, for redshift z ¼ 0. For QSO colors, we used a compos-
ite model of Francis et al. (1991) revised as described in Bianchi
et al. (2005a), as well as the SDSS average template, with
Fig. 3.—Similar to Fig. 2 for the SDSS filters. Only the sources matched to the GALEXMIS sources are shown, since the depth of the SDSS DR3 is obviously the
same for the AIS matched catalog, but the catalogs are limited by the GALEX detection limits in the AIS. Vertical lines indicate the limiting magnitudes in each band
from the SDSSWeb site. The solid line is the total number of objects (including objects with saturation). The other lines show the histogramswhen error cuts are applied.
Fig. 4.—Similar to Fig. 3 for SDSS z magnitudes.
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TABLE 1
Statistics of Sources in the Different Bands
Number of Sources
(error < 0.2 mag) (error < 0.1 mag) (error < 0.05 mag)
Band AIS MIS AIS MIS AIS MIS
FUV.................... 15,007 137,940 2902 23,840 821 3866
NUV................... 250,063 627,353 83,540 314,498 31,275 75,680
u.......................... 269,070 99,563 206,481 74,777 169,439 58,671
g.......................... 631,119 287,428 448,334 172,208 312,059 116,371
r .......................... 69,9744 355,341 513,223 211,791 350,779 132,569
i .......................... 637,288 310,262 448,761 182,945 309,971 117,935
z .......................... 365,375 144,429 255,060 96,299 194,863 73,006
Fig. 5.—FUV  g vs. g  i and NUV  g vs. g  i color-color diagrams for the AIS and MIS sources. Blue dots are pointlike sources and black dots are extended
sources, based on the optical data (PSF  1:400). Model symbols are explained in the legend and described in the text. FUV  gand NUV  gare shown on the same
scale, to illustrate ( y-axis) the advantage of FUV for separating hot stellar objects. Extinction effects are shown for E(B V ) ¼ 0:5 mag, MW-type dust, with lines
connecting large symbols (intrinsic model colors) to smaller symbols (reddenedmodel color). Triangles mark stellar (MS and supergiants) TeA values of 50, 20, 10, 8, 7,
and 6 kK. QSO model symbols mark redshifts of z ¼ 0:0, 0.6, 1.0, 1.6, and 3. Galaxy templates symbols (green) mark ages of 1, 5, 12, and 13 Gyr for ellipticals (E),
spirals (S), and irregulars ( I ). SSP marked ages are 1 Myr, 200 Myr, 500 Myr, 1.5 Gyr, and 15 Gyr. Pointlike sources cluster along the stellar sequence ( predominantly
on the high-gravity sequence at high TeA values) and the QSO locus. QSOs and galaxies occupy contiguous loci, well separated from the stellar sources. Sources with
photometric errors better than 0.15/0.10/0.05/0.05 mag in FUV/NUV/g /i are shown.
extrapolations at long and short wavelengths byW. Zheng (2006,
private communication), that include Ly absorption. Model col-
ors fromboth theseQSO templates are shown as a function of red-
shift in the color-color diagrams, the first plotted with a solid line,
the latter with a dashed line.
Bianchi et al. (2005a) showed two sample color combinations,
for theGALEX early data release sample, and also plotted a com-
parison of (known) spectroscopically classified objects with the
model colors, showing that the loci defined by our models match
very well the observed properties of each astrophysical class rep-
resented. We omit the comparison of the models to known ob-
jects in this work, as it would show the same result. Instead, in this
paper we describe the effects of physical parameters, such as TeA,
metallicity, and gravity for stars. Below we discuss general prop-
erties and then we comment on individual color-color diagrams.
Effects of interstellar extinction by dust are applied to themodel
spectra, for varying amounts and types of extinction, in the calcu-
lation of the grids of model colors. Because we are using broad-
band photometry, applying extinction corrections Ak /E(B V )
for the keff of the filter bandpass to the intrinsic model magnitudes
would only be an approximation of the reddening effects on the
colors. Instead, we reddened each model spectrum with progres-
sive amounts of E(B V ), for different extinction laws, and then
calculated broadband colors for the reddened model spectra. For
the analysis of hot Galactic objects, and for the sample in this pa-
per in particular, which includes fields at high Galactic latitudes,
the extinction is small as we see in the next section. Therefore,
we only show the case of MW-type extinction with RV ¼ 3:1 in
the color-color diagrams.
4.2. Color-Color Diagrams
Figures 5Y7 show a number of color-color diagrams of the
sources and model colors, chosen to illustrate the most relevant
effects of the physical parameters and useful classification cri-
teria, as well as the statistical properties of the sources.
In these figures, pointlike sources are shown with blue dots
and extended sources with black dots. To avoid excessive crowd-
ing in the diagrams, in general only sources with errors better than
0.15 mag (0.10 mag) in FUV (NUV) and better than 0.05 mag in
the optical bands are shown. More details are given in the cap-
tions. Model colors are shown with different symbols and colors,
explained in the figures. The effects of reddening by interstel-
lar dust are shown with lines connecting the intrinsic model
color (large symbols) to the reddened model color (smaller
symbols), for a sample case of Galactic typical extinction with
RV ¼ 3:1, and for E(B V ) ¼ 0:5 mag. It can be seen from all
diagrams that for most hot stars the probable reddening does
not exceed E(B V )  0:1 mag, as can be expected given the
high Galactic latitudes of the fields included in our catalog
(Fig. 1).
4.2.1. General Properties
In all the color-color diagrams, but especially in the FUV 
NUV versus g  r diagram (Fig. 7) and FUV  g versus g  i
(or NUV  g vs. g  i) diagram (Figs. 5 and 6), the extended
sources (black dots; mostly galaxies) are well separated from
the stellar sources (blue dots; pointlike sources, near the stellar
model colors). The locus of the QSOs lies somewhat in between
and is occupied in these diagrams by a compact cloud of mostly
pointlike sources, populating the locus of the low-z QSO tem-
plate colors. A number of extended sources is also found in the
same color space, which is also shared by the young-age SSP and
elliptical galaxy models. Note that if we consider points with
good photometry also in the FUV band, only the locus of low-z
QSOs is populated with sources. Instead, sources with good pho-
tometry in the NUVYoptical range (FUV drop-outs) do extend
over the color-space of higher redshifts QSOs, as expected, and
of stars with lower temperatures.
Another general feature evident in all diagrams, from the den-
sity of points in regions defined by the model colors for different
objects, is that the number of extragalactic sources (galaxies and
QSOs) increases much more than the number of MilkyWay stel-
lar sources at fainter magnitudes. This effect is quantified by the
surface density plots shown in x 5.
Fig. 6.—NUV  g vs. g  i color-color diagrams for the AIS andMIS sources, with symbols as in the previous figure. In this figure sources with errors<0.1 mag in
NUVand<0.05 mag in the optical bands are shown, regardless of FUV-band photometric error. The comparison with the previous figure, where an error cut in the FUV
band was also applied, illustrates the selection effects driven by FUVmagnitude limits and error cuts in the analysis. While the hot objects hardly change, the lower TeA
stellar sequence becomes extremely populated in these panels.
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The galaxies (extended sources; black dots) are well repre-
sented by the three ‘‘average’’ templates for irregulars, spirals,
and ellipticals. Two properties of the sample can be inferred from
the color-color diagrams. First, the templates cover well the space
for irregular and spiral galaxies in the AIS sample, which is lim-
ited to brighter magnitudes. For the deeper MIS sample the tem-
plates’ intrinsic colors rather provide an envelope to distribution
of the sources, and the extinction effects shown (foregroundMW-
type) do not account for the entire extent of the data points on the
color-color diagrams. This may be an indication of intrinsic mixed,
possibly non-MW-type extinction. The analysis of galaxies colors
from the GALEX surveys is not the scope of this work and is pur-
sued in other works, therefore for our purpose it is sufficient that the
unreddened galaxy colors produce an envelope to the observed
distribution of the extended sources. The second point of relevance
is that data points are seen with colors corresponding to ellipticals
of either young or old ages, due to the contribution of hot He
burning low-mass stellar population such as horizontal-branch stars
and their progeny (Yi 2003) in the diagrams including the FUV
band, in which these objects are probably too faint at intermediate
ages. This is especially evident in the shallower AIS sample.
When the more sensitive NUV band is considered (regardless of
FUV detection of the source), the locus of ellipticals, especially at
old ages, becomesmore populated, even in the AIS survey (Fig. 6).
As for the stellar sources, our models for different luminosity
classes (main sequence vs. supergiants) and metallicities show
Fig. 7.—FUV  NUVvs. g  r and FUV  NUVvs. NUV  r diagrams. Symbols and colors as in previous figure. Stars and galaxies are well separated. The low-z
QSOs are in between stars and galaxies in the top diagrams but are more separated from both these classes of objects in the FUV  NUV vs. NUV  r diagram,
especially for redshifts around 1 (the lowest point in the ‘‘dip’’ of the QSO model colors). Here, QSOs at z ¼ 0 overlap with cool WDs, and QSOs with z  1:6 have
similar colors to A-type MS stars, but the selection of QSOs around z ¼ 1 is best performed by using this color combination. Cataclysmic variables at some stages
( binaries containing a WD and an accretion disk) may contaminate the z ¼ 1 QSO locus. These objects are rare and can be recognized only spectroscopically. The
FUV  NUV vs. NUV  r diagram can also be used to separate single and binary hot WDs whose FUV  NUV colors are bluer than the QSOs.
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the separation of the photometric colors for stars cooler than
approximately 10,000 K, most evident in the NUV  g versus
g  i diagram. For hotter stars, supergiants and main-sequence
colors are indistinguishable; however, the well-defined cluster
of stellar sources separate from the main-sequence colors is well
represented by high-gravity stellar models. Only WD models
with log g ¼ 9 are shown for clarity. We see that the majority
of the hottest stellar sources lies on the high-gravity sequence
(evolved stars) rather than on the main-sequence or supergiant
color sequence. An interesting point is that, for the case of MW-
type extinction (as shown), reddening would displace the in-
trinsic color of a very hot star roughly along color sequence of
high-gravity stars in the NUV  g versus g  i diagram, making
TeA and reddening effects indistinguishable. However, the effects
of TeA and reddening on the stellar colors are different in the
FUV  NUV versus g  r and FUV  g versus g  i diagrams
and they can be disentangled. In any case, it is evident from all
diagrams that the number of objects along the high-gravity stellar
sequence increases at lower TeA values, consistent with numeri-
cal expectations. It would be unlikely that the majority of objects
were extremely hot, highly reddened main-sequence or super-
giant stars.
Another interesting stellar population component that can be
easily detected, especially in the FUV  NUV versus NUV  r
diagram (Fig. 7), is that of stellar binaries composed of a white
dwarf and a much cooler object. A significant number of point-
like sources can be seen with very blue FUV  NUV colors, but
red optical colors. These objects appear as an arclike distribution
of blue points on the top right part of the color-color diagrams,
and are presumably WDs plus M-dwarf pairs. The WD+MD bi-
nary sequence has been first recognized at optical colors (e.g.,
Raymond et al. 2003; Smolcic et al. 2004; Pourbaix et al. 2004),
but the UV bands are much more sensitive to the detection of
systems with hot WDs. Smolcic et al. (2004) found0.4 of such
binaries per square degree from the SDSS DR1. This population
is discussed again in x 5.1.
The last general point worth discussing, and often overlooked,
is the effect of the photometry’s magnitude limits (and hence also
effects of error cuts) on the sample. Figures 5 and 6 show the same
NUV  g versus g  i diagram, in one case selecting sources
with good photometry in the four filters shown, regardless of
detection in the FUV (Fig. 6). In Figure 5 the same sample is
restricted to sources that also have good photometry (error better
than 0.15 mag) in the FUV band. As expected, the hot star and
low-redshift QSO samples do not change significantly; how-
ever, QSOs at higher redshift and a huge number of cooler stellar
sources appear only when no FUV cut is applied. Interestingly,
also a number of extended sources occupy the crowded locus of
the lower TeA stellar sequence and higher z QSOs. These data
points are not visible in the diagram because the pointlike sources
(the primary subject of investigation in this work) are plotted over
the extended sources. In general, imposing good photometry
also in the FUV band reduces the sample by a factor of about 10,
with respect to a sample based on NUV-band good photometry
(see also Table 1). Obviously, magnitude limits affect objects dif-
ferently depending on their colors.
4.2.2. Discussion of the Individual Color-Color Diagrams
We finally comment here on each diagram separately. The
NUV  g versus g  i and FUV  g versus g  i color-color
diagrams (Figs. 5 and 6) are somewhat similar to the classical
optical U  B versus B  V diagram (e.g., Bianchi et al. 2005b)
but present several advantages thanks to the broader wavelength
range. Stars are well separated from galaxies and low-redshift
QSOs in the g  i color. Binary stars containing a hot WD and a
much cooler companion are easy to detect (top right blue points
in the diagram). The price to pay for the wide color separation of
the objects is that the very hot WDs are faint in the i band; thus,
a sample selected from these colors is clean but limited to ob-
jects brighter than the detection depth that can be reached by the
GALEX surveys (see next section). We plot the FUV  g and
NUV  g colors (left and right panels, respectively) on the same
Fig. 8.—Surface density of WDs (green) and lower gravity stars (blue). In orange, the sum of the two samples. The stars were selected from the NUV  g vs. g  r
colors, for direct comparison with the Milky Way model (see text). We restricted the sample to sources with photometric errors better than 0.1 mag in NUV, g, and r, to
avoid contamination by QSOs (see Fig. 5). The diagram on the left shows the sources extracted from the deeper MIS survey, the one to the right shows the sources from
the AIS. The black histograms show the predictions from the Milky Way model (see text for details), with colored asterisks to indicate WD, non-WD, and total,
respectively. Sources around 14th mag in optical bands may be affected by saturation in the SDSS survey and therefore excluded, so our histograms are incomplete for
objects brighter than r  15 mag.
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scale, to illustrate the advantage of including a FUV band as
diagnostic for the hottest objects: note the much larger spread in
color among hot temperature models, when the FUV band is in-
cluded. Broadband photometric colors separate for stars of dif-
ferent gravity and metallicity only at TeA lower than10,000 K,
as shown also by Bianchi & Efremova (2006) in a recent HST
study of stellar populations. For high-gravity stars, we plot only
one sequence of model colors with log g ¼ 9 for clarity. While
supergiants and MS stars are indistinguishable at high TeA val-
ues, gravities much higher than log g ¼ 5 (our model sequence
plotted in red) are clearly separated photometrically. Most of the
GALEX hot stellar sources cluster around the log g ¼ 9 sequence
and are therefore likely to be subdwarfs or WDs. A dramatic dif-
ference in the sources’ census is made by including or neglecting
the FUV photometry (Fig. 5 vs. Fig. 6); this effect has already
been mentioned above. Finally, note the direction of the redden-
ing effect on the colors in the NUV  g versus g  i diagram: it
is very similar to the effect of the major physical parameters (TeA
for stars, age for galaxies, redshift for QSOs—in some ranges),
making these particular colors unsuitable to disentangling red-
dening and, e.g., TeA for WDs. The degeneracy is less severe for
the FUV  g versus g  i diagram, and it is completely removed
in the diagrams including a FUV  NUV color (Fig. 7). Such
extinction effects apply only to the case of MW-type dust, and
would be slightly different for other types of dust.
Similar considerations apply to the FUV  NUVversus g  r
diagrams (Fig. 7, top). However, stars with different gravities are
less separated, while galaxies, QSO and stars are better separated,
with respect to the diagrams discussed previously.
The NUV  r versus FUV  NUV diagram (Fig. 7, bottom)
separates very well stellar objects from galaxies, thanks to the
broad wavelength baseline. The stellar sequence is continuously
populated, with the number of stellar objects fading out at TeA
about 8500 K in the AIS catalog, but extending to cooler (TeA 
6000 K) stars in the deeper MIS catalog. Note that these limits
are driven by imposing an error cut of FUVerr < 0:15 mag (as
used in the color-color diagrams). In particular, hot stellar objects
can be easily selected from their FUV  NUV color, while a
UV  r color allows us to separate single hot stars from bina-
ries with a hot and a cool component. Using the NUV  r and
FUV  NUV colors, we extract hot star candidates in different
TeA ranges, and low-redshift (z < 1:6) QSO candidates (next
section). The distribution of hot stars and QSO candidates are
shown in Figures 8Y11.
In the next section we present the statistical properties of the
hot stellar objects (single and binary) candidates. An analysis of
the physical parameters of these objects will be the subject of
future papers with spectroscopic follow-up.
5. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
As discussed in the previous section, the color-color diagrams
can be used to separate objects by astrophysical class, and in par-
ticular to select hot stars and low-redshift QSO candidates. In
this section we derive surface densities for such objects and com-
pare them to previous known catalogs, as well as to predictions
by a Milky Way model.
5.1. Hot Stars Candidates
According to the fluxes of our TLUSTY models, a WD with
TeA ¼ 50;000 K (100,000 K), log g ¼ 7:0, and R ¼ 0:2 R has
an AB magnitude (in absence of reddening) of r ¼ 8:5, 13.5,
18.5, and 20.0 (7.9, 12.6, 17.9, 19.4) mag at 100 pc, 1 kpc, 10 kpc,
and 20 kpc, respectively. Again from our models, its colors are
FUV r ¼ 2:35 (2.62) and NUV r ¼ 1:75 (1.93;
AB mag) for TeA ¼ 50;000 and 100,000 K, respectively. A
radius of R¼ 0:2R would be a typical value for a very hot post-
AGB star (TeA  100;000 K) at the end of the constant-luminosity
phase. A lower mass, cooler remnant may have a larger radius. A
hot WD then would dim by several magnitudes descending (at
approximately the sameTeA, initially) along the cooling sequence,
Fig. 9.—Surface density (in the r band) of hot stars selected from the FUV  NUV (GALEX ) color. The FUV  NUV color cuts correspond to TeA > 18;000 K
(blue histograms) and TeA > 30;000 K (green histograms) for stars with log g ¼ 5:0, but include lower TeA values for stars of higher gravities (see text). Sources with
photometric errors of<0.3 mag in FUVand NUVare included. This selection does not use SDSS measurements, thus avoiding the loss of bright stars due to saturation
seen in the previous figure. A fraction of these objects have optical colors discrepant from the hot-WDUV colors, and they are either binaries with a cool companion or
extragalactic objects intruded in the sample. The apparent difference in the AIS and MIS counts at bright magnitudes is due to these objects having an rmagnitude that
does not correspond to that of a single WD (which is not taken into account by the Milky Way model), as proven by the next figure. For the same reason, the apparent
match of the MIS number of objects with the model is probably biased in the r band.
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down to a radius of 0.05Y0.02 R, becoming fainter by 2.0
in log flux, or 5 mag.
Therefore, with error limits of <0.15/0.3 mag (FUV) and
<0.10/0.3 mag (NUV) that translate into GALEX magnitude
limits of 19.5/21.5 mag for AIS and 22.5/25 mag for MIS, we
expect that ourGALEX data set can detectWDs all the way in the
Galactic halo, even in the AIS sample, in their (advanced) post-
AGB constant luminosity phase. In theMIS sample, we expect to
also detect hot WDs with radii as small as 0.04 R out to 20 kpc.
When descending on the WD cooling sequence, the stars will
have higher gravity. For log g ¼ 9:0, FUV r ¼ 2:33(2.61)
and NUV r ¼ 1:73 (1.92; AB mag) for TeA ¼ 50;000 and
100,000 K, respectively, not significantly different from the
log g ¼ 7 case. Imposing an error limit of better than 0.1 mag in
the r and g bands would, however, limit the survey to a smaller
volume (see Fig. 3). These model magnitude values are in ab-
sence of reddening. However, as we saw from the color-color
diagrams, reddening is quite small for the high Galactic latitudes
of the present sample.
For subdwarfs and MS stars, e.g., with log g ¼ 5 and TeA ¼
50, 30, and 18 kK, FUV r ¼ ½2:30, 1.87, and 0.55],
NUV r ¼ ½1:74, 1.38, and 0.40]. The radius will be
larger than that of aWD, therefore all hot stars are expected to be
detected in ourGALEX surveys. For a reference radius of 1 R,
at 20 kpc a star with log g ¼ 5:0 and TeA ¼ 50, 30, and 18 kK
would have r ¼ 16:53, 17.34, and 18.26mag, respectively. These
numbers are based on our TLUSTY model calculations. Using
Kurucz models for log g ¼ 5 stars, we find consistent magni-
tudes within 0.1 mag.
Here we use two different color selections to extract hot star
candidates from the GALEX sources. First, the color-color dia-
grams NUV  g versus g  i or FUV  g versus g  i (Fig. 5),
and the similar NUV  g versus g  r and FUV  g versus g  r,
can be used to select hot stars. At the hottest temperatures, MS
and supergiant stars cannot be separated, but high-gravity stars
(WDs) are well separated and are the majority of the hottest
Fig. 10.—NUV-band surface density of the hot stars selected from FUV  NUV GALEX color, same sample as in the previous figure. Solid-color histograms show
‘‘single’’ hot WD candidates, dashed histograms include both single WDs and objects with optical colors redder than what corresponds to a hot WD with the observed
UV color. These include binaries with a hot WD and possibly also extragalactic objects as suggested by their number increasing at fainter magnitudes. The Galaxy
r-bandWDmodel (black lines) has been shifted using an average color of NUV rh i ¼ 1:5mag. Because the UV band is more representative of theWD component
in the case of binaries, the AIS andMIS counts at bright magnitudes are consistent as we expect, until the AIS becomes incomplete. The AIS is better sampled because it
covers a larger area.
Fig. 11.—Surface density of low-redshift QSO candidates from the GALEX
catalogs. In green, sources extracted from the deeper MIS; in blue, QSO candi-
dates from AIS. Histograms only outlined include both pointlike and extended
sources in the color locus of the QSOs. Shadow-filled histograms include only
pointlike sources with the same color selection. Error bars are shown. The solid
orange histogram shows the SDSS QSO catalog of Schneider et al. (2005);
included are QSOs with (z < 1:3), to match the GALEX color selection. Includ-
ing QSOs at all redshifts from the SDSS catalog does not change significantly
the SDSS histogram on our scale. Note that the SDSS QSOs are spectroscopi-
cally confirmed; they are about 60%Y85% of the SDSS QSOs candidates selected
photometrically. We estimate that our photometric selection may contain 15%
spurious sources.
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sources. At lower TeA, MS stars and TO stars dominate the sta-
tistics (Fig. 5). Figure 8 shows the number per square degree
of high-gravity stars, and lower gravity stars, selected from the
NUV  g versus g  r colors, with error cuts of 0.1 mag (NUV,
r, and g). If we included sources with larger errors, they would
also be consistent with the locus of QSOs in theNUV  g versus
g  r and FUV  g versus g  r diagrams. In this selection, hot
stellar sources with a cool companion (occupying the top right
part of the color-color diagrams) cannot be included, because
for g r > 0:1 they would be confused with QSO candidates.
Therefore, our selection included the locus around the stellar se-
quence for high gravity (Fig. 5, purple symbols) down to TeA 
15;000 K for WDs. For the lower gravity stars, we included all
the lower TeA sequence and no g  r cut below TeA ¼ 10;000 K,
so binaries are also counted in this case.
The error bars on the number densities in Figure 8 are calcu-
lated by considering combined photometric 1  errors of each
object, and counting the number of sources that fall inside and
outside the color boundary that define an object class, when their
individual errors are applied in both directions.
In Figure 8 we also plot predictions for the surface density
of such objects calculated with the Besanc¸on Milky Way model
(Robin et al. 2003). We assumed a standard diffuse absorption of
AV ¼ 0:7 kpc1 and calculated the predictions over an area of
approximately 210 deg2 between 40

and 50

in Galactic lati-
tude. No population age selection has been applied. The calcula-
tions were extended to g ¼ 24. TheMilkyWaymodel predictions
are shown as black histograms, with symbols of the same color
of the objects they represent (green forWD, blue forMS and TO,
and orange for total) in the data histograms. The lower than pre-
dicted number of bright objects is due to saturation in the SDSS
bands (saturated objects are excluded in our sample), which
occur around 14th mag (between 13 and 15 mag). At the fainter
magnitude end, incompleteness is due to the error cuts.
We also performed a selection of hot WD candidates based on
the FUV  NUV color only, down to TeA  18;000 K. Below
this limit their FUV  NUV color overlaps with the z  0 QSOs;
our QSO templates with z ¼ 0 have FUV NUV ¼ 0:175 mag.
We used ½FUV NUV  < 0:037 mag (corresponding to
TeA > 18;000K for log g ¼ 5) andFUV NUV < 0:343mag,
which corresponds to TeA > 30;000 K for log g ¼ 5 but includes
objects down to TeA  25;000K for higher gravities. The surface
density of the hot stars selected in this way, from GALEX mea-
surements only (errors < 0.3 mag), is shown in Figures 9 and 10.
If we restrict the sample to sources with errFUV < 0:15 mag and
errFUV < 0:10 mag, the shape of the histogram does not change
significantly, but the density of objects becomes about half in
both AIS and MIS, and the counts begin to drop at about 1 mag
brighter than they do in Figure 9.
The WD surface density in Figure 9 matches the predictions
by the Milky Way model in the MIS sample and is a factor of
2 lower in the AIS sample. However, we suspect that the MIS
counts are contaminated by pointlike sources possibly of extra-
galactic nature, as explained and quantified below. Such spurious
sources affect only the ‘‘binary’’ candidates, and not the ‘‘single
WD’’ candidates, as we see below.
The number of objects per square degree (surface density) are
plotted in Figures 8 and 9 as a function of the visual rmagnitude,
for direct comparison with the Galactic model predictions and
with other works.Whenwe combine theGALEX selection of hot
stellar objects (from FUV  NUV color) with optical bands, we
can also assess the fraction of hot stars that have a cooler com-
panion, i.e., objects with FUV  NUV color corresponding to a
hot TeA, but much redder optical colors. However, objects with
WD-like FUV  NUV colors and brighter than expected optical
magnitudes may also be of extragalactic origin, such as unresolved
galaxies or QSOs whose SEDs may differ from our templates.
The fraction of objects with optical colors inconsistent with their
hot-WD FUV  NUV color, is about 20%Y30% for magnitudes
brighter than20, however the number substantially increases at
fainter magnitudes. This increase suggests some contamination
by nonstellar (extragalactic) objects. The r magnitude of a frac-
tion of our sample objects therefore does not correspond to that
of the WD component, but rather to the optical magnitude of a
cool companion, or to that of a different object in case of extra-
galactic contaminants. In either case, the observed r magnitude
is brighter than the WD optical magnitude. This fact causes an
artificial increase in the number of MIS sources in the bright r
magnitudes range, where we would expect that the density of
sources (either singleWD, binaries, or possible spurious objects)
would anyway be the same in AIS and MIS, down to the limit
where the AIS begins to be incomplete. Therefore, we consider
the match of the MilkyWay model to the MIS counts in Figure 9
(left) to be, at least in part, a bias from this effect. In order to avoid
this bias, we plotted in Figure 10 the surface density for the same
sample of hot-star candidates as a function of NUV magnitude,
which better represents the magnitude of the WD component in
the binary objects. The solid-color histograms show the ‘‘single’’
objects (whose optical colors are consistent with the FUV  NUV
hot-star classification). These histograms show similar object
counts for MIS and AIS, down to where the AIS becomes in-
complete, as one would expect. The dashed histograms show all
FUV  NUV selected sources, both single- and binary-WD can-
didates, the latter including possible spurious objects.
These total counts increase at fainter magnitudes much more
than the single-WD counts, reinforcing the suspicion of contam-
ination by extragalactic objects in the ‘‘binaries’’ sample. Because
the Besanc¸on Milky Way model is not available specifically for
GALEX bands, we have taken the model prediction in the r band
and translated it into the NUV band using an average NUV  r
color in the range of TeA where our WD candidates were se-
lected, NUV rh i ¼ 1:5 mag. Such approximation only pro-
vides a qualitative comparison, however we believe it is quite
close to reality since the Galaxy model includes WDs in binaries
in the predicted counts but does not account for the color effects
of the companion stars.
The good qualitativematch between the observed surface den-
sity of objects and theMilkyWaymodel, confirms our prediction
(see above) that GALEX can detect hot WDs throughout the
Galactic halo. The GALEX selection of high-gravity hot stars
in the Galaxy offers therefore a major improvement with respect
to previous surveys.
For comparison to previous catalogs based on extensive sur-
veys, we recall that the Acker et al. (1982) catalog of Galactic
planetary nebulae includes 36 (12) objects at latitudes higher
than 30 (45), out of a total of1140 objects. McCook & Sion
(1999) catalog of WDs has 2364 (1553) WDs at latitudes higher
than 30

(45

), out of3060 total objects. Kleinman et al. (2004)
catalog 2551 certain white dwarf stars, 240 hot subdwarf stars,
and another 144 possible, but uncertain, white dwarf and hot
subdwarf stars from the 1360 deg2 of SDSS DR1, or about 2.2
objects per square degree. The Palomar-Green catalog of UV-
excess stellar objects (Green et al. 1986), covering 10,714 deg2,
lists 1874 objects with limiting magnitudes between B ¼ 15:49
and 16.67. Eisenstein et al. (2006) catalog about 9316 WDs and
928 subdwarfs from the SDSSData Release 4, covering 4783 deg2.
The GALEX selection of hot stellar objects is more sensitive to
the hottest objects, and especially to binaries containing a hot
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WD, since the optical photometry in such cases is dominated by
the cooler companion (see also Bianchi et al. 2006, Fig. 6, for an
example).
The question of contamination of the hot-star candidate sam-
ple by nonstellar pointlike sources can be better investigated with
follow-up spectroscopy, which is under way. In order to assess the
robustness of our photometric selection, we have matched our
samples of photometrically selected hot stars with the SDSS
Data Release 5 (DR5) spectroscopic data.
The spectroscopic survey is less deep than the photometric
survey, so the fraction of our hot-star-selected samples that have
available spectra in DR5 is higher for the AIS samples than for
the MIS samples. Of the hot stars (TeA> 18;000 K) selected from
the FUV  NUV color (Fig. 10), 28% (AIS), and 5% (MIS) have
optical spectra. In particular, of the ‘‘single’’ hot-star candidates
(whose optical colors are consistent with the UV colors, and are
plotted as solid-color histograms in Fig. 10), 29% (AIS) and 16%
(MIS) have SDSS spectra. Of our sample ‘‘binaries’’ (which may
include both true stellar binaries with aWD plus cool companion
and spurious objects), 24% (AIS) and 1% (MIS) have spectra.
Therefore, the statistics are more significant for AIS and for
‘‘single’’ WD selections than for other samples. Of the sources
with spectroscopic classification, 97% (AIS)/95% (MIS) of our
‘‘single’’ hot-star candidates are confirmed as stars. Out of the
‘‘binary’’ candidate sample, 45% (AIS) and 31% (MIS) are spec-
troscopically classified as stars, 47% (AIS) and 65% (MIS) are
spectroscopically classified as QSOs. The fractions are very
similar for the sample of hot stars with TeA > 30;000 K. These
numbers confirm our previous conclusions, based on the pho-
tometrically histograms of density counts, that FUV  NUV
selected hot stars with inconsistent optical colors include both
true stellar binaries and extragalactic objects with SED differing
from the average QSO templates shown in our color-color dia-
grams. More importantly, they indicate that our FUV  NUV
selection of ‘‘single’’ hot stars is quite robust.
As for the hot stars (WDs) selected from the NUV  g ver-
sus g  r diagram, and shown in the histograms of Figure 8,
57% (AIS)/40% (MIS) have SDSS spectra. Of these, 66% (AIS)/
61% (MIS) are spectroscopically confirmed as stars; 30% (AIS)/
34% (MIS) are spectroscopically classified as QSOs. We believe
that the purity of the stellar sample is lower in this case because the
locus used to extract the high-gravity stars includes lower TeA
values than our FUV  NUV selection, and it is close to the QSO
locus.
5.2. QSO Candidates
As pointed out previously by Bianchi et al. (2005a), the FUV 
NUV versus NUV  r diagram (Fig. 7) can also be used to select
low-redshift QSOs candidates. Figure 11 shows the observed
surface density of low-redshift QSO candidates, selected from
this color combination from both the MIS and AIS surveys. For
comparison, the recent QSO catalog of Schneider et al. (2005)
from the SDSS DR3-release is also shown (orange histogram).
To normalize the SDSSQSO catalog to density of objects per unit
area, we used an area of 3732 deg2, the coverage of the spectro-
scopic DR3 release, because the catalog includes spectroscopi-
cally confirmedQSOs.We also limited the SDSS catalog to QSOs
with z < 1:3, corresponding to our GALEX photometric selec-
tion. To actually scale the SDSS spectroscopically confirmed cat-
alog to the SDSS photometric selection of QSO candidates, we
must consider that about 60% of the photometrically selected
candidates have been observed spectroscopically so far (G.Richards
2005, private communication), although the exact fraction is not
available from the Schneider et al. (2005) catalog. For more dis-
cussion, see Richards et al. (2005) and Hutchings et al. (2008, in
preparation). The density of objects in our GALEX photomet-
rically selected sample is larger than the SDSS QSO candidate
sample and extends to fainter magnitudes.
In Figure 11, we show separately the pointlike QSO-candidate
GALEX sources, and all sources with QSO-like colors regardless
of spatial extent, i.e., including extended sources that have ob-
served colors consistent with our photometric selection. The
present classification of ‘‘pointlike’’ and ‘‘extended’’ is based on
the SDSS 1.400 PSF and obtained from the pipeline.
However, the contrast between the AGN central source and
the underlying galaxy is still poorly characterized at low red-
shifts (z  1). TheGALEX-selected catalog of low-redshift QSO
candidates presents an opportunity to clarify this issue, which
will be investigated with follow-up deeper imaging.
We finally point out that other objects share the locus of the
QSOs in the color-color diagram: cataclysmic variables (CVs)
with a significant accretion disk have similar colors and thus po-
tentially contaminate the QSO sample. These objects, however,
are extremely rare, about 0.02 deg2 (e.g., Szkody et al. 2004 and
references therein). Our QSO candidate density is at least 1 order
of magnitude higher than the expected density of CVs in the
AIS and about 2 dex higher in theMIS; therefore, we expect our
GALEX-selected QSO candidates to not be significantly contam-
inated. However, such stellar sources (expected to be nearby and
therefore bright) might explain the excess of sources at bright
magnitudes, with respect to the confirmed SDSS QSOs. To esti-
mate the purity of the photometrically selected sample, as we did
for the hot star samples, we have matched our QSO candidates
with the SDSS DR5 to search for archival optical spectra. We
found that 60% (AIS)/17% (MIS) of our QSO candidates (point-
like) have spectra, and of these, 83% (AIS)/85% (MIS) confirm the
QSO classification. The statistics is fairly significant: 1631 ob-
jects have spectra out of 2689 total objects for AIS, 930 out of
5312 for MIS. Of the non-QSO objects, 14% (AIS)/12% (MIS)
are spectroscopically classified as stars, consistent with what one
can qualitatively expect from the color-color diagrams. There-
fore, based on the results from the SDSS automated spectral
classification, the purity of our GALEX-selected pointlike QSO-
candidate sample can be considered85%, comparable or higher
to the success rate of optical selection. As for the extended sources
that fall in our QSO-selection color locus, only 19% (AIS)/<0.1%
(MIS) have spectra: of these, 27% (AIS)/48% (MIS) are spec-
troscopically classified as QSOs. The statistic is less significant
than for the pointlike sources.
GALEX (Galaxy Evolution Explorer) is a NASA Small Ex-
plorer, launched in 2003April.Wegratefully acknowledgeNASA’s
support for construction, operation, and science analysis of
the GALEX mission, developed in cooperation with the Centre
National d’Etudes Spatiales of France and the Korean Ministry
of Science and Technology. We are grateful to John Hutchings,
Wei Zheng, and Gordon Richards for discussions about QSO
issues and clarifications about the QSO SDSS catalogs and tem-
plates, to Alessandro Bressan for providing the yet unpublished
SSP models and for extremely useful discussions, and (with Olga
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